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Germans see through 
‘Cold War’ game 


The last weeks have seen a great flurry of 
ruffled feathers in those places where the 
policies that affect our lives at global level are 
decided. The Government of West Germany, 
sensitive to profound shifts in the mood of its 
electorate, has suddenly become unco-oper- 
ative in the matter of modernising the ageing 
short-range Lance missiles, owned and 
operated by the Americans but based on 
German soil. The German view is that such 
modernisation will prejudice moves towards 
reconciliation with the Russians, out of which 
they hope may emerge the possibility of 
German reunification. Western leaders, led 
by Prime Minister Thatcher and President 
Bush, on the other hand, regard this German 
obstinacy as being gravely weakening to the 
‘Western Alliance’, since, if the missiles are 
not modernised, it will affect the balance of 
forces within Europe and perhaps diminish 
the West’s bargaining power when it comes to 
negotiating later arms and troop reductions 
with Mr. Gorbachev. 

Now the squeal is going up that the West 
Germans are, by their attitude, gravely 
endangering the whole NATO system. So 
what is the reality behind all this hullabaloo? 

The reality is something that, no doubt, is 
perceived differently by different factions in 
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West German politics. On the left, and among 
the not uninfluential ‘Green’ movement, 


' elements of ecological concern and pacifism 
` combine to oppose any strong arms build-up 


on German territory as an evil in itself. Strong 
military resistance to communism has always 
been a left-wing hate object, as have armed 
forces in the more general sense. Left- 
wingers tend always to believe that strong 
forces will provoke, rather than deter, 


_ military attack. This perception is of course as 
: remote from the true reality of the world we 
-live in as anything could possibly be. 


But there is another kind of perception now 
gathering momentum in West Germany 
which is much more realistic and enlightened. 
This is one that sees the so-called “Cold War’ 
that has dominated the international scene 


' since 1945 as a pernicious fraud, simply 


supplying both parties to the confrontation 
with a convenient excuse for keeping massive 
forces stationed in the two Germanies and, de 
facto if not de jure, subjecting them to 
military occupation. 

This perception in fact gets to the very core 
of what the ‘Cold War’ is all about. The 
Western Allies and Soviets shared a single 
cause in World War II. Since the end of that 
war they have collaborated in one theatre of 
the world after another, most notably of all in 
Africa, while there has been a continual flow 
of economic and technological aid from West 
to East which has helped sustain Russia’s 
Capacity to support her enormous war 
machine, while again and again coming to her 
rescue in the event of her continual harvest 
failures. 

In the light of these realities, it needs a 
simpleton of the first order to imagine that the 
military confrontation whereby the two 
power blocs face each other with tanks and 
missiles across Europe is anything other than 


a mammoth pretence, maintained to disguise 


and promote other objectives entirely 
different from those supposed in the policy 
declarations of NATO and the Warsaw Pact. 
These aims, we have always contended, 
amount to the herding of the ancient nations 
of Europe into a one-world international 
system, and in the meantime the maintenance 
of permanent foreign armed forces on their 
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CHANCELLOR KOHL 
Not playing the NATO game 
territories designed to ensure that they do not 
resist the process. 

One of our American readers has 
suggested, in a personal conversation with 
this editor, that an additional factor making 
for the stationing of US forces in West 
Germany could well be the commitment on 
the part of the US Government to ensure that 
the Germans continue to pay their huge yearly 
‘Danegeld’ to Israel. This could well be true, 
taking into account America’s status as the 
Israelis’ largest colony. 

What is so greatly disturbing about the new 
attitude of the West Germans towards their: 
relations with NATO is not, as is supposed, 
that this wil! weaken NATO’s position vis-a- 
vis the Soviet forces facing it from the East. 
What is disturbing is that the new attitude of 
the Germans threatens to blow the whistle on 
the whole game of phony east-west arms 
controntation that has plagued Europe in 
general, and Germany in particular, since the 
end of World War II. The Western leaders, 
and more still the esoteric powers that control 
them from behind the scenes, desperately 
need the ‘Cold War’ to continue; their entire 
policies for the future depend on it. A 
neutralised Germany, occupying as she 
would the strategic centre ground in this 
disposition of forces, would throw out of gear 
the entire structure of the post-war world 
whereby the Americans and the Soviets have 
occupied and enslaved Europe by means of | 
the pretence that they are ‘protecting’ one part 


. against the other. 


The latest report as we go to press is that 
Mrs. Thatcher is going to hop on a plane very 
shortly and go and see West German 
Chancellor Kohl, rather in the manner that her 
distant predecessor Neville Chamberlain did 
the same thing with Hitler 51 years ago, to 
dissuade the German leader from actions that 
might upset the applecart of current inter- 
national relations. This is to be expected, for 
our own Prime Minister is one of the most 
faithful and dedicated servants of the 
architects of the ‘new world order’ that is 
threatened by this latest development in 
Germany. A Western Europe not dominated 


by America, under the pretext of ‘protection’ 
against a Soviet threat, is a prospect too 
horrible for Maggie to contemplate. We can 
expect that she will employ all her consider- 
able powers of persuasion against Chancellor 
Kohl to divert him from such a course. 

Just as much as all this, our own Prime 
Minister and her American overlords view 
with alarm and dismay the prospect of 
German unity. The prevention of this has 
always been a much more fundamental aim of 
western policy since 1945 than any resistance 
to an imagined Soviet invasion westwards. A 
reunified Germany would become, again, 
without any doubt, the leading power of 
Europe, and the more so still if, at a later date, 
it were to be joined by Austria. Rather 
strangely, just as with Japan in the East, this 
development would run contrary to 
everything the Second World War was fought 
to prevent, and would in a sense largely 
reverse the result of that war. Britain, 
alienated from her former dominions by the 
disastrous acts of policy commited by 
successive governments since the early 
1960s, would be a power of considerably 
inferior rank by comparison with the 
Germany that would emerge from these 
developments. One can well understand the 
horror of Mrs. T. and her fellow British 
Tories as they see unfolding a new arrange- 
ment of world forces that is the direct 
consequence of their own follies over the past 
half-century, and one can well understand the 
frantic energy and passion with which they 
rush hither and thither to prevent this 
happening. 

Speaking for ourselves, we can only regard 
what the Germans are now doing as not only 
sensible from their own point of view but 
also, potentially, a good thing for the world. 
It could, if it is not aborted, blow to smither- 
eens the whole bogus framework of ‘Cold 
War’ politics that has paralysed the will of the 
European nations over the past 40-odd years. 
It could split the EEC asunder — which can 
only be good for us. And it could drive us 
back to a realisation that, if we are not to be 
eclipsed by a powerful Germany dominating 
the centre of Europe, we must find new 
partners — or rather rediscover old partners 
— across the seas, whom, to our shame, we 
have deserted in our drive to construct an 
integrated and polyglot Europe that can never 
be. 


Spectre of inflation looms 


The present Government came to office ten 
years ago this very month on a promise, 
among other things, to defeat the bogey of 
inflation that had dogged the British economy 
during the previous decade. 

This it did for many years by starving the 
economy of money and thereby denying 
industry and the consumer the essential fuel 
that is needed for economic expansion. This 
was a major cause, though not by any means 
the only one, of the huge unemployment 
figure which at one time rose, by official 
recognition, to nearly 3% million. 

Alarmed at the potential political 
consequences of this massive level in the out- 
of-work, the Government then slackened the 
monetary reins and reduced the interest rates 
that had impeded the flow of credit. 
Unemployment fell — to the accompaniment 


of loud hosannas of self-congratulation by the 
Government and its supporters. But of course 
a price was being paid. With more credit 
available, inflation started to creep up again. 
Now it is poised to reach 8 per-cent, a figure 
which puts it on the threshold of the danger 
zone. The Government, obviously and 
naturally, is extremely anxious to avoid any 
further escalation, while at the same time it is 
equally anxious to avoid the certain political 
unpopularity that will result from a raising of 
interest-rates — something it is under 
pressure to allow, not only as a result of the 
inflationary danger, but also because of the 
appalling balance-of-payments situation, 
which is steadily getting worse as more and 
more imports pour in. 

Mrs. Thatcher, in her statement at the 
recent Conservative Central Council meeting 
at Scarborough, said that the Government 
was confronted by two choices: ‘‘a temporary 
rise in interest rates or a long-term rise in 
inflation.” She added: ‘‘That’s not really a 
choice at all — not for a Government which 
believes in honest money and sound 
finance.’ 

In fact, this reference to ‘‘honest money 
and sound finance”’ is sheer poppycock. If the 
Prime Minister was really dedicated to those 
things, she could in one stroke solve the 
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THE CITY 
It, and not the Government, controls the 
nation’s flow of money 


problem in a way that would both stop 
inflation and avoid the rise of interest rates. 
This would be done by feeding new money 
into the economy, not in the form of an 
interest-bearing debt repayable to the banking 
system, but as a free gift created to underwrite 
public expenditure. The amount of money 
involved would be calculated in accordance 
with the expected rise in the GNP which it 
would make possible by expanding national 
production. If the calculation proved 
inaccurate and production did not rise at the 
same rate as monetary supply, this could be 
quickly corrected by reducing the latter until 
the point of equilibrium was reached. The 
economy would expand to the limit which 
physical and human resources made possible. 
while inflation would at the same time be 
conquered and consigned to the dustbin of 
outmoded economic practices. 

What creates inflation today is not the 


increased money that is fed into the economy 
by expanded credit; it is the interest that is 
payable on that credit. This interest becomes 
written, either directly or indirectly, into 
every item of goods and services for sale. 
Therefore, inevitably, the prices of those 
goods and services must rise. The rate at 
which they rise is of course related to the rate 
at which credit is given. Lower interest rates. 
under the present system, mean more 
borrowing and therefore a greater aggregate 
of interest accruing to the banks which lend 
— hence increasing inflation. Higher interest 
rates mean less borrowing and therefore less 
interest owing, or at least a reduced growth of 
interest owing — hence a lower rate of 
inflation. 

Mrs. Thatcher’s very words on the matter 
are an acknowledgement that her Govern- 
ment is in a trap. So it is — as long as it is 
indisposed to break free of the system by 
liberating the nation’s money from bondage 
to the banks and the debt system that those 
banks operate as a price for their ‘services’ as 
arbiters of the money were are allowed to 
have to keep our economy going. 

Thus the Government is caught between 
the Devil and the Deep Blue Sea — which is 
nothing more than it deserves — in 
consequence of its subservience to the Money 
Power. We can expect, in the times to come, 
that our money is going to be worth less and 
less, or that we will return to a situation of 
growing unemployment, with more millions 
sitting idle — despite factories available to 
them to work in and customers available to 
buy the goods they could produce if working, 
and all because government will not take 
commonsense measures to make available the 
money needed to get the factory machinery 
turning and fill the pockets of the people so 
that the latter can purchase their products. 
Either way. it is the conomics that lead to 
national ruin. 


Child benefits: Government 
fails to see the vital point 
The Government last month resisted a call 


from Labour and from some of its own back- 


benchers to upgrade child benefits so as to 
bring them into line with the present rate of 
inflation. The benefits stay as they are at 
£7.25 a week for each child, notwithstanding 
that that amounts to much less, in terms of 
real monetary value, than when this figure 
was determined upon some while back. 

No doubt, the Government will seek to 
justify its position in terms of the need to keep 
a tight hold on the national purse-strings, but 
in fact much more than the national purse- 
strings is at stake in this matter. 

The birthrate among indigenous white 
Britons is now one of the lowest in the world, 
and has been for some years. This is already 
now being felt in terms of shortages of 
manpower for the armed services, the police 
and other vital occupations in which young 


people of the right type are needed. It means 


that, as the years go on, a decreasing portion 
of young and active in the population are 
going to be working to create the national 
wealth needed to support an increasing 
portion of the elderly and retired. It should 
hardly need explaining that this points to a 
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process of inevitable national enfeeblement. 


It all boils down to this: that there is a vital: 


need to encourage, rather than discourage, 
British families to have children. 

Labour was, as stated, in favour of an 
upgrading in the child benefit so as to keep 
pace with inflation — but entirely for the 
wrong reasons. Labour is not interested in the 
slightest in either quantity or quality of 
children being born in this country, less still 
whether those children are born to true British 
parents or immigrants. Labour is only 
concerned with the immediate political 
ramifications of the child benefit issue — i.e. 
whether it will win or lose the Labour Party 
electoral support. The whole question, 
therefore, has become one to be argued over 
in a way that entirely loses sight of the most 
important consideration involved, which is 
the future of the British Race. 

Child benefits not only needed to be 
upgraded in accordance with the present rate 
of inflation; they need to be upgraded far 
beyond that — and to the point at which 
families are given sufficient incentive to have 
children in the numbers needed to ensure that 
Britain has a future. But not only numbers are 
involved; what is also involved is the question 
of the quality of children being born. In the 
‘baby boom’ that followed World War II, 
there was certainly an increase in quantity but 
this was not matched by any increase — 
indeed even any maintenance — of quality. 
Too many of the wrong people had lots of 
children and too many of the right people had 
few children. In any future scheme of child 
benefits and incentives to parenthood this 
must be rectified. 

This is not in any way a matter of class; 
many of those who might be categorised as 
belonging to the ‘lower classes’ consist of 
people of the highest racial quality, while 
many of those considered their social 
‘superiors’ are of a type that we should 
definitely not wish to multiply. The quality, 
or otherwise, of the stocks in question is 
something that cannot be measured in terms 
of social, occupationa! or income status. A 
method must somehow be found to encourage 
the highest birthrates among the best stocks, 
regardless of class. But in any event, 
whatever method is adopted, it is bound to 
involve greater financial inducements to 
people of the best type to have large families. 
This runs right against present trends which 
- appear to be accepted by the politicians of all 
the Westminster parties. 

It was wrong for the Government to have 
decided against an increase in child benefits, 
but it would have been equally wrong to have 
adopted the Labour course, which was an 
increase right across the board, for all sectors 
of. the population regardless of whether they 


belong to the kind we wish to increase, or not. 


The precise means to achieve this end is 


something that should be a matter for very. 


careful consideration and, if necessary, 
extensive national debate. What is first 
essential, however, is that we will the end to 
be achieved; once that is done, we will find a 
way of discovering the means. As a final 
comment, it might be stated that, so vital is 
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this question to the nation’s survival that, in 
the very last analysis, it must be a matter of 
the end justifying the means. 


More of those ‘rights’ 


While we are on the subject of procreation, 
there is another story that might be of interest. 
Mr. George Stokes, who is currently serving 
a 16-year sentence in Full Sutton Prison near 
York, is reported to have begun a legal battle 
in pursuit of his ‘right’ to father a child, by 
means of artificial insemination. Stokes was 
sentenced 18 months ago for drug smuggling. 
By the time he is released, his wife will be too 
old to have children. His case is being taken 
up by the National Council of Civil Liberties, 
and the NCCL lawyers have stated that the 
main factor in support of Stokes is that Article 
12 of the Convention of the European Court 
of Human Rights expressly states that ‘‘men 
and women of marriageable age have the right 
to marry and to found a family according to 
the national laws governing the exercise of 
this right.” 

How typical of the European Court of 
Human Rights to draft such a statement, and 
how typical of the NCCL to take up a case 
invoking it! To these people, the ‘right’ to 
father or mother a child, quite irrespective of 
that child’s likely genetic value, is something 
quite sacrosanct and beyond moral challenge. 
What we should in fact be considering, 
instead of blabbering about such ‘rights’, is 
whether it is in the interests of society that the 
genes of a convicted drug smuggler should be 
passed on to a further generation. Of course ıt- 
is not certain that the child of Mr. Stokes, if he 
is allowed to have one, will be a drug 
smuggler or some other type of criminal. All 
that we know, however, about the relation- 
ship between genetics and crime tells us that 
such an event carries a higher-than-average ' 


‘element of possibility. This, however, is: 


something that would fall on deaf ears where 
liberals and do-gooders, of the kind now 
supporting Stokes, are concerned. Everyone 
without exception — has the inalienable 
‘right’ to breed, quite regardless of the quality 
or otherwise of the genes being passed on. 
Notwithstanding that drug smugglers and 
other categories of dealers in narcotic 
substances consist of the very worst scum of 
the human race, such people must not, in the 
eyes of liberals, be denied such sacred ‘rights’ 
as Mr. Stokes is now pursuing. In truth, we 
live in crazy times! 


A question of priorities 


The Royal Family, it is reported, have 
decided not to send a representative to attend 
a memorial service to be held for the victims 
of the Hillsborough soccer disaster. This was 
announced on April 24th and it related to a 


‘service scheduled to be held on the following 


Saturday, April 29th. 

The non-attendance had nothing to do with 
family members being committed to other 
public engagements on the day in question. 
Although Princess Anne and Prince Edward 
did have other engagements that day, this was 
not the case with other Royals. 

Prince Charles, it was reported, would be 
playing polo that weekend. The Queen and 
Duke of Edinburgh would be at home at 


Sandringham. Princess Diana would be at her 
family home at Highgrove. 

No doubt this decision was taken on 
recommendation from the Royal Family’s 
advisers and the Prince would have been 
prepared to forego his game of polo had the 
advice been that he should do so. This clearly 
was not the case. 

It does, however, seem highly strange that 
HRH The Prince should have been advised, 
as were the other Royals, not to attend the 
soccer victims’ funeral, when the same 
personage seems to find ample time — and is. 
not advised to the contrary — to attend all 
manner of public functions involving 
members of ethnic minorities. If the funeral in 
question is one that is not considered to be of 
sufficient status rating for a member of the 
Royal Family to be in attendance, could not 
the same be said of countless functions 
involving West Indians, which Charles is so 
regularly anxious to grace with his presence? 

As with the memorial service for the 
victims of the Lockerbie air disaster, the 
Royal Family has been seen again to snub its 
subjects, while it does not do so on occasions 
of far less importance. Who is advising the 
Royals on such matters, and why are they 
being so advised? Are there influences at 
work in high places whose dedicated purpose 
is to bring the Monarchy into low repute in the 
eyes of the people? 

We ask these questions because we think 
they call for an answer. 


There speaks a politician! 


A big row has broken out in Kent over a 
letter written to the Prime Minister by the 
Tory leader of Kent County Council, Tony 
Hart, concerning the routing of the Channel 
Tunnel high-speed rail link through the 
Ashford area. The KCC, under Mr. Hart’s 
direction, had been close collusion with 
British Rail with a view, it appears, to arrang- 
ing that the most environmentally harmful 
part of the rail link should be routed through a 
part of the area known as SLD territory and 
therefore not likely to cost the Tories a seat. In 
his letter to Mrs. Thatcher, Mr. Hart stressed 
the ‘‘political implications” of the rail-link 
issue, and said:-. 

“Timing is also crucial, not only in 
demonstrating our capability and respond- 
ing sensibly to such an enormous challenge 
but also in political terms for, as you know, 
next May brings the County Council 
elections.”’ 

Mr. Hart went on to tell the Premier:- 

“I am determined that we Conservatives 
are seen to be in the driving seat, even if 
some of the back woodsmen are weak in the 
knees and want to defer a decision. 
‘‘Sensibly handled, there are more winners 
than losers for us.” | 

It is quite abundantly clear, from these 
words, that Mr. Hart, in the true spirit of a 
Tory politician, sees the Channel Tunnel 
high-speed rail link essentially as a party 
political issue. Such terms as ‘‘winners” and 
‘‘losers’’ indicate the way that Mr. Hart’s 
mind is working, and his language, together 
with other facts of the case, lend credence to 
the view that the routing of the rail link was 
decided on party political considerations. 
How typical of our leaders of today! 


THE REVOLUTION THAT IS 


NOT WORKING 


JOHN TYNDALL takes a mid-term look at Gorbachev's 


Russia 


THE PROCESS of change in Soviet Russia 
has for the past three or four years been the 
subject of intense interest and speculation 
throughout the world. As with all 
important developments of this kind, our 
difficulty in perceiving exactly what is 
happening increases, rather than 
diminishes, with the growth in the volume 
of newspaper articles, books, pamphlets, 
TV and radio commentaries and 
politicians’ speeches devoted to the issue in 
question. 

Part of this is natural; the more closely we 
are brought to a subject by day-to-day 
reporting, and the more information on that 
subject that we are required to digest, the 
greater the danger that we will fail to see the 
wood from the trees. 

But the difficulty is compounded in a 
situation where practically all the sources of 
our information and comment are tightly 
controlled by people whose business it is to 
project an interpretation of events of world 
importance that fits snugly into their own 
jealously guarded ideological picture. Thus 
the eyes through which we are required to see 
what is happening in Russia today are the eyes 
of the liberal establishment, which, by its 
regulation of all the opinion-forming agencies 
on which we rely for our daily news and 
views, contrives to ensure that we only learn 
and think about events in that country in a 
manner that the high priests and priestesses of 
liberal democracy deem acceptable. 

This means that those of us who are 
interested in getting to the heart of the matter 
must develop the habit of reading daily 
reports rather as if they were delivered, at 
least partly, in code. We must use our 
own knowledge and judgement in 
determining what is probably fact and what is 
probably fiction. We must also use our 
knowledge of the source of what we read, and 
of the mentality and motivation prevailing at 
that source, to form a picture of the 
desirability or undesirability of the 
developments being described. Generally 
speaking, we must do a great deal of reading 
‘between the lines’. 

It is perhaps to oversimplify matters to 
adopt the rule that what the western ‘liberal’ 
media report as bad must be good and what 
they report as good must be bad, that what 
they report as true must be untrue and what 
they report as untrue must be true; never- 
theless, our own experience with these media 
and our awareness of the interests that control 
them do teach us to recognise that such a rule 


RUSSIANS DEMONSTRATING IN MOSCOW 
Already they are tired of Gorbachev, who they think has failed to deliver the goods. The 
man they support in this picture is Boris Yeltsin, one of his rivals 


does contain a high degree of validity. We 
must apply it discriminately though not of 
course totally. Above all, we must constantly 
condition ourselves to step back, mentally 
speaking, and ensure to keep our eyes on the 
larger picture — the larger picture, that is, of 
the 20th century world historical epoch into 
which events in Russia fit. 


FLAG-WAVERS 
FOR CATASTROPHE 


There is always a certain sardonic amuse- 
ment in seeing ‘liberals’ and other 
worshippers at the altar of ‘democracy’ greet 


a new development as enlightened and good, 
oniy to have to wrestle some while later with 
the problem of explaining how it has ended in 
utter disaster. Such people heralded the 
French Revolution of 1789 as a tremendous 
stride forward in human progress; but before 
very long they were agonising over the 
anarchy and brutishness that followed in its 
wake. Nearer to our times, liberals and 
democrats and people of goodwill 
everywhere rejoiced gleefully in the 
decolonisation of Africa and those other parts 
of the world that had been ruled previously by 
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THE REVOLUTION THAT IS 


‘NOT WORKING 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


the various European empires. Now the very 
same people are leading the chorus of 
weeping and wailing over the plight of the 
millions who inherited the legacy of that 
decolonisation process. 

In these two cases, as in others of a similar 
nature, the liberal explanation has always 
been that the change in question still remains 
wholly good and desirable but has simply 
been dogged in its aftermath by fortuitously- 
unhappy events — no more the fault of its 
authors and architects than a village garden 
fete washed out by rain! That there may be a 
causal relationship between the originally 
conceived revolution itself and the 
catastrophes that have attended its later 
development is something to which the liberal 
mind will never admit. 

Coming back to Russia, we can see exactly 
the same disowning tendency at work. The 
overthrow of the Tsar in 1917 and the setting 
up of the new Soviet Republic 2 short time 
afterwards were acclaimed universally by the 
liberal conscience as victories for all that was 
noble and good. It was not the responsibility 
of those who contrived those events, of 
course, that things later happened in the new 
Soviet state of which liberals could not 
approve. Goodness no! The .two sets of 
circumstances had no connection; rather was 
it the fickle finger of fate that again 
determined these unhappy sequels. 


FULL-CIRCLE 


Now there are strong signs that in Russia 
the wheel is turning full-circle. It does not 
seem long ago that the Gorbachev revolution 
was being greeted by the liberal establishment 
as a step forward to enlightenment and 
progress. The euphoria with which journalists 
and broadcasters in Britain reacted to events 
in the USSR overflowed, at times, into 
positive ecstasy. Political democratisation, 
cultural libertarianism and ‘free market’ 
economic practices: all these things were 
going to lead to improvements all round. Of 
course, there were still some “backwoods- 
men’ in the governing party who did not see 
things this way and opposed the reforms, but 
they would in due course be swept aside by 
the tide of events. All this were toid, and are 
still being told today. 

But now, some time on from when the 
business of perestroika started, the reality is 
turning out very differently from the 
confident predictions. In -a preview of Mr. 
Gorbachev’s visit to Britain last month, Ann 
Leslie, writing in The Daily Mail of April 
5th, asked the question: “‘Is Gorbachev 
running out of time?’ The writer went on to 
relate the frustration of ordinary Russians to 
whom she had spoken the previous week over 
the failure of their country’s leader even to 
begin to produce the benefits that had been 


Page six 


GORBACHEV 
Soon he will have to do a U-turn or he will 
find himself out of a job - 


promised them. ‘‘What,’’ said one woman, 
‘*has he achieved for us here?’ Opening her 
shopping bag, she said: ‘‘ You see, it’s empty! 
I cannot even get toothpaste easily.’’ 

Mrs. Leslie went on to quote a magazine 
editor who had been sympathetic to 
Gorbachev’s reforms, but who said that the 
Soviet chief ‘‘really does not have much time 
left. He must deliver something concrete 
soon.’’ 

The Sunday Telegraph of April 16th had a 
similar tale to tell in an article by Peter Millar 
headed ‘‘Russians await the revolution.’’ The 
writer said that, although there are few red 
banners in Moscow, ‘‘there is not much to eat 
either.” He went on to describe the Soviet 
Union as being ‘‘in the post-electoral 
doldrums.’’ The novelty of a half-slice of 
western-style ‘democracy’ had been 
experienced, as Russians were permitted to 
vote for candidates of their choice in a 
relatively free ballot. But this had not 
lessened the food queues, nor the slowness of 
the nation’s bureaucracy, nor the shoddy 
workmanship that was evident everywhere. It 
still took half an hour of form-filling to check 
into a hotel, and municipal employees in 
Moscow were still to be seen slapping paint 


onto some iron railings in a park without 
cleaning the mud off first! 

In fact, piecing together admissions 
grudgingly made in numerous newspaper 
reports over the past few months, we find that 
conditions in Russia have generally got worse 
since .glasnost and perestroika were 
initiated. Industrial and food production is 
down, while crime is up; indeed in the latter 
field Russia has now joined the same league 
as the United States! An effort by Gorbachev 
to curtail the sales of alcohol was abandoned 
after it was found that the move had only 
driven the trade into the black market — one 
of the few areas of Soviet life that had 
prospered through the reforms. 

Of course, developments such as these will 
not come as so much of a surprise to readers of 
this magazine, although no doubt they will 
greatly have dismayed liberals and democrats 
everywhere. 


The idea economic 


that improved 


. performance will come through trade liberal- 


isation and the practices of the ‘free market’ 
has always been a fallacious one. There can 
be no doubt that the economy in Russia 
stagnated as a result of rigid adherence to 
marxist dogma, and that some changes in the 
system, which would introduce the dynamics 
of competition and strengthen the incentive to 
work harder, were sorely needed. But this is 
very far from saying that the solution to 
Russia’s. problems was an injection of 
capitalism on the western model, or that the 
required gingering up of economic perform- 
ance was going to come by means of 
slackening the hold of government on the 
economic system. For the truth of the matter 
is that this has not happened. 

Mr. Gorbachev’s own remoteness from the 
rules that really govern the success or failure 
of nations was perhaps well demonstrated in 
the passage of his book Perestroika, where 
he said:- 

“One more conclusion — the most 
important one, I would say — is that we 
should rely on the initiative and creativity 
of the masses; on the active participation of 
the widest sections of the population in the 
implementation of the reforms planned; 
that is, on democratisation and again 
democratisation.’ 

Any more fatuous declaration than this it is 
difficult to imagine. The truth is precisely the 
opposite: all significant movements for 
change throughout history, whether good or 
bad, have owed their stimuli to highly 
motivated and dynamic minorities — in a 
word, leaders. Had Mr. Gorbachev merely 
written those words for rhetorical effect but in 
practice acted in a way contrary to them, this 
might have been excused as just a bit of slick 
politicking; but it appears to all intents and 
purposes as if he has believed his own slogans 
and trusted in fact to ‘‘the initiative and 
Creativity of the masses’’ to solve the 
problems with which Russia is beset. It now 
seems to be dawning that this simply isn’t 
happening! | 
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RUSSIAN REALITY 


All these phenomena point us back to a 
reminder of something recognised, 
sometimes explicitly but at all times 
implicitly, by one after another of the truly 
effective rulers of Russia across the ages, 
from Peter the Great to Pyotr Arkadyevich 
Stolypin, who was the country’s de facto 
leader from 1906 to 1911: namely that the 
very nature of Russia and its people dictates 
that it can never. be ruled by methods other 
than those of a firm autocracy. Stalin, in his 
day, came to recognise the same truth. To 
state this is not to cast moral approval on the 
methods used by this or that autocrat in the 
course of his reign of power — least of all the 
methods used by Stalin himself, which were 
from every human and civilised standpoint 


reprehensible; it is only to affirm a certain. 


fundamental fact of political life, seen against 
which the autocracy of at least some of the 
Tsars and their ministers may be recognised 
as vastly preferable to that of the communist 
apparatchiks who followed them. While in 
the case of the former an undoubted ruthless- 
ness in dealing with subversives and trouble- 
makers was tempered by a genuine humanity 
and a desire to serve and benefit the people, 
the rule of the latter has not had a single 
redeeming feature, being an application of 
barbarousness and brutality in the service of 
an ideology that is false from top to bottom 
and of a ruling caste to which the western 
aristocratic concept of noblesse obligé is 
entirely foreign. 

Even in the West itself, where we are 
dealing, mostly, with people of different 
racial temperament, psychology and 
attributes, liberalism has corrupted and 
corroded our societies to the point where they 
are far advanced towards disintegration. The 
ideology of liberalism goes wrong at very first 
base by rejecting the fundamental truth that 
no nation in the world can function properly 
without certain governmental and state 
disciplines. In the case of nations blessed with 
fairly homogeneous populations of North 
European type, however, this truth is 
tempered in its application by the existence, 
ih normal times, of a reasonably high element 
of self-discipline among the majority of 
people to be governed, so that some 
considerable scope for inidividual freedom 
and initiative may be allowed without the 
social fabric being harmed. We have of 
course today gone far beyond reasonable 
bounds in this respect, with the result that 
freedom has degenerated into anarchy. 

But in a country like Russia, where such 
homogeneity does not exist and where North 
European elements comprise only a minority 
of the population (and today a dwindling 
minority at that), and where consequently 
individual self-disciplines in the way of social 
behaviour and attitudes to work are that much 
less developed, the need for a discipline 
imposed from above is correspondingly 
greater. All the more intelligent and capable 
rulers of that vast empire have recognised 


this, and in consequence have ruled 
despotically. The one difference between 
them lies in whether they have exercised their 
despotism in the true service of Russia or not. 
In the case of all despots since 1917, the latter 
has of course been so. 


GORBACHEV 


This was the backcloth against which 
Gorbachev came to power in 1984. What kind 
of man is Mikhail Gorbachev? From his book 
Perestroika, what comes through is a person 
clearly lacking the attributes of a deep and 
profound thinker — as evidenced in the 
passage concerning the masses quoted 
earlier. The book as a whole is a pot-pourri 
of clichés and slogans on questions of 
ideology that leave one wondering whether 
the writer really believes them or not. At the 
same time, the writer does have one or two 
things working for him. He appears a strong 
personality and a very persuasive talker. Also 
there is some evidence that he is a practical 
man who wants things to work and is honest 
enough to recognise that they have not 
worked under the system as it has it has 
existed in the past. The same practical streak 
may yet lead him to recognise that they are not 
working now, in which case he is going to 
need to display yet another quality: that of 
being able to acknowledge himself to be 
wrong and to change course. 

What Gorbachev seems to have seen in the 
old system is a network of time-servers: lazy, 
inefficient and corrupted by the perks of 
office, but not under the pressures to perform 
better that would come from being exposed to 
frank and open criticism. His formula has 
been to institute the right of criticism, to be 
followed by the right of the people to sack 
their leaders if they fail in their jobs. It all 
sounds very fine in principle, and certainly 
the system as it was was so appalling that it 
obviously needed shaking up and reforming. 
But what Mr. Gorbachev did not perhaps 
understand at the beginning (he may be 
starting to understand it now) is that the 
reforms he has pursued carry with them no 
guarantee whatever that things will get any 
better, and that all that may be achieved is the 
replacement of one type of ruling official, 
encrusted with old habits and complacent that 
he is there for life, with another type, 
desperate to please the people all the time so 
as to keep up the momentum of his own 
popularity — a type with which we are all too 
familiar in our neck of the woods. By this 
process, there is the danger that Russia will go 
from the frying pan into the fire, from the 
tyranny of an incompetent but immovable 
ruling clique to the equally obnoxious tyranny 
of mob politics, demagogery and finally 
anarchy. 

This latter tendency is to be seen, not only 
in the disastrous failure of economic liberal- 
isation and in the rocketing crime rate, as 
mentioned earlier, but also in a new develop- 
ment which simply underlines what has been 
said about the country being viable only under 


conditions of autocracy. In the constituent 
republics of the Soviet Union, national 
rebellions have been taking place which have 
amplified the reality of the state’s ethnic 
division. From Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia 
in the North West to Azerbaijan and Georgia 
in the South East, there has been the demand 
for independence. 

This does not mean that the people in these 
countries have overnight become national- 
istic; it means only that, with the loosening of 
the grip of the central ruling power through 
glasnost, they feel at last free to express the 
national yearnings that have always been 
there below the surface. 

Here we are not dealing with any question 
of the rights and wrongs of the independence 
issue within Russia; that is a question that 
belongs to another debate. Here we are 
dealing only with the realities that have to be 
faced once the decision has been made that a 
multi-national empire like the Soviet one 


should be maintained. In the Russia of the 


Tsars these realities were clearly understood, 
and they all pointed — to come back to the 
matter again — to the need for a firm, and 
where necessary ruthless, autocracy. Those 
who inherited the Russian Empire in 1917 
paid lip service to different principles but 
observed the very same ones in practice, and 
have done so up to this day. Gorbachev makes 
clear in Perestroika that he has no plans 
whatever for allowing the Soviet Empire to 
break up, but he will soon be faced with the 
choice either of going back on his word in this 
respect or of reversing his liberalisation 
policies and bringing the iron fist of 
repression down on all nationalist movements 
within the Soviet Union now making their 
presence felt. 

In either event, liberals lose face and have 
their theories disproved. They dogmatically 
assert that nationality and race do not matter 
and that heterogeneous states are possible. 
But it is quite clear that the only event in 
which this is to be made true in Russia is by 
the application of methods which liberals find 
totally unacceptable! 

Of course, the liberal conscience in the 
West will not be satisfied until Russia has 
adopted all the full panoply of ‘democracy’ in 
its every feature, including the multi-party 
system which ensures that a nation’s 
politicians, instead of working together for 
the national good, spend at least half their 
time tearing each other to pieces in party 
warfare. It appears that the next requirement 
of Russia, if she is to come within the pale of 
liberal approval, is that she embrace just such 
a system. Some Russian intellectuals (no 
Surprise!) are positively bursting with 
eagerness to see their country take this road, 
and are presently busying themselves, in a 
frenzy of enthusiasm, creating dozens and 
dozens of variegated political organisations 
which, presumably, are intended to be parties 
in embryo. Mr. Gorbachev, however, seems 
to be against such a development — which is 
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One point to be marked up in his favour. His 
position appears to be that the climate of free 
debate and criticism which he thinks is 
needed to clear out the cobwebs from Soviet 
politics can perfectly well be achieved 
without bringing into the equation the western 
disease of party conflict — a truth so obvious 
that it is bound to be incomprehensible, in the 
nature of things, to the liberal inteiligentsia! 


THE FUTURE 


The question of exactly where Russia will 
go from here is one that it is not possible at 
this moment to answer. However, there are 
two very distinct alternatives that present 
themselves as the most likely probabilities. 

The first is that the country goes exactly the 
way western liberai opinion wants it to go: in 
the direction of further, and eventually 
complete, democratisation — with a multi- 
party system; a free market economy and an 
open door to massive imports of goods and 
capital; increasing cultural liberalisation, 
with the continued import of western-style 
monkey music and a carte blanche given to 
‘modernists’ in all the various artistic spheres 
where in the past they were curbed; finally a 
mass media based on the western model, with 
press and broadcasting services becoming 
concentrated in the hands of an oligarchy of 
opinion-formers who, in the quest for 
viewing and circulation figures, will give top 
priority to sensationalism, scandal and trivia. 

In this event, Russia is certain to lapse 
further still into chaos and anarchy and will 
before long qualify to be rated as a Third 
World country — if indeed she still remains a 
country at all, instead of being being split up 
into pieces, with her constituent nationalities 
all going their own separate ways. 

The second alternative is that the country 
reverts to a strong and centralised autocracy, 
while discarding, as Alexander Solzhenitsyn 
has urged its leaders to do, the useless ballast 
of marxist ideology. The latter it has in fact 
been doing, piecemeal, for some 


STALIN 

His despotism 
was evil, but it 
does not 
invalidate the 


rule that only 

by despotism can 
Russia be ruled 
effectively 


considerable time. It would most certainly be 
in the country’s interest to complete this 
process, in which case it would be restored to 
something akin to Tsarism without the Tsar. 

As a type, the Slavic Russian has many 
admirable qualities. In his blood there resides 
a very high creativity in music and literature; 
he possesses an instinctive nationalism of 
outlook that has survived over 70 years of 
marxist indoctrination in opposite ideas; he is 
a tough and courageous fighter in wartime, 
particularly in defence of his native soil; a 
more general toughness indeed pervades his 


character, being the product of many 
centuries’ evolution in his harsh winter 
climate. 


On the adverse side, he is industrious only 
in fits and starts, lapsing easily into indolence 
when the mood takes him; he is not by nature 
organised and efficient; and there resides in 
many of his kind a strong streak of anarchy 
and lawlessness. 

These deficiencies may be genetic; or they 
may lie in the nature of the culture in which 
the Russian is bred. In any event, it is sheer 
fantasy to suppose that they will go away 
merely through the introduction of western- 
style political and economic institutions. If 
that has not already been proven, it most 
certainly will be proven before very long. 

If Russia is to acquire more of the qualities 
that have made her western neighbours and 
near-neighbours successful in industrial 
development, efficient and organised by 
spontaneous process rather than having 
efficiency and organisation imposed upon 
them from above, the primary need is for an 
increase in the North European element in her 
population. At the present time, the very 


reverse is happening. 

It would be one of history’s greatest ironies 
if the nation which played the leading role in 
the destruction of National Socialism were to 
find that its only way out of its own colossal 
difficulties was to adopt some of the racial 
theories and practices of the very regime its 
armies had smashed! 


NEED FOR FIRM AUTHORITY 


In the meantime, Russia’s leaders have no 
alternative but to work with the human 
material presently at their disposal, and that 
means accepting what the Tsars before them 
and Stalin, in his perverse way, also accepted: 
that such a nation must be ruled by a firm 
authority and will, with discipline handed 
down from the top rather than coming by 
natural process from the populace. 

The Russians to whom Daily Mail writer 
Ann Leslie spoke, after complaining about 
the way things were going, seemed to know 
what they wanted. It was a vozhd — a strong 
and ruthless leader who would sweep all 
hindrances out of his way and rule with a rod 
of iron. Their one grumble against Gorbachev 
was that he had not yet fulfilled this role. 

Perhaps these ordinary folk in the Moscow 
streets know a thing or two that liberal 
intellectuals do not know. But of course the 
liberals have always been wrong in the past, 
haven’t they? They hailed -the French 
Revolution as ‘progress’. They greeted the 


decolonisation of Africa in a similar way. 


They thought the first Russian Revolution of 
Lenin was a step in the right direction. They 
think the same of the second Russian 
Revolution of Gorbachev — so far at least. 

Comrade Gorbachev will most certainly 
prove them wrong again, either by throwing 
into reverse the liberalisation he has started, 
or by leading his country further on towards 
chaos and disintegration (almost certainly 
losing his job on the way). 

Which of these two things will happen we 
cannot know; what we do know is that, in 
either event, once more liberal-democracy’s 
prescriptions for the improvement of the 
world will stand discredited and demolished 
by the march of events. 


THE AFRICAN QUEEN 


Our media-strutting Maggie is wearing black again, 

Distributing our hard-earned cash to every dusky strain. 

Five million here, ten million there — that’s how the money goes; 
Meanwhile our sick can lie in wait — no ready cash for those! 
Each shady palm with danegeld and with kisses must be crossed; 
Not one chance for fawning or for grovelling must be lost. 

It pays to court the jungle, to shake the sanguine hand, 

To walk with smiling killers who terrorise their land. 


by ‘Sniper’ 


EPILOGUE 


For this is Britain’s Madam — the pride of Albion’s eye! — 
Who knows so well (none better) where praise and profit lie. 
So suck up to the savage, pretend that all is well, 

And never mind the torture, the graft, the tribal hell. 


This our country’s come to, the shame of Empire’s end; 

Nor look for change from others, who swear our state to mend. 
They all are humbug’s handmaids; all tread the same bent path; 
They serve at alien altars, behold their works — and laugh! 


As our jungle-slumming Jane swings from creeper to creeper, 


Even Britons must ask themselves: why do we keep her? 


It can’t be for love, and it’s hardly from choice; 
Oh, when will our people at last find their voice? 
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AFRIKANER CAMP 


Will true nationalists in South Africa be able to unite 
forces in time to stop a sell-out of Whites by the ruling 


Government? 


THINGS have been moving rapidly in 
South Africa: the antics of the leader of the 
AWB; Treurnicht’s’ pathetic back- 
pedalling on the Boksburg issue; his 
party’s haphazard way of dealing with the 
political issues at the municipal level; and 
then P.W. Botha’s stroke and the ensuing 
uncertainty about his successor and the 
future of the National Party. 


THE A.W.B. 
The AWB (Afrikanse Weerstand- 
beweging —_ Afrikaner Resistance 


Movement) is mortally wounded by the 
revelation of its leader’s alleged love affairs, 
drinking habits and financial mismanagement 
— in spite of a contrived vote of confidence. 

Eugene Terre’ Blanche has to fight for his 
life, because he is very well paid by the AWB 
while serving in a part-time capacity, and of 
course his self-esteem is totally dependent on 
his public appearances as the leader of his 
organisation. 

He has now inherited the rump of the 
AWB, badly mutilated and frustrated. The 
thought of what the organisation could 
represent hereafter is almost impossible to 
consider. In a real sense, the AWB has been 
little more than Terre’Blanche as an 
emotional orator representing an image of 
Super-patriotism and militant nationalism; 
this image has now to a great extent been 
destroyed. 

The rise of the AWB can be attributed 
mainly, if not solely, to the South African 


Government’s dallying in dealing with the. 


unrest and violence which started in 1983 and 
escalated to near-chaos in 1985. These 
conditions created a keen sense of insecurity 
in the white communities. People began to 
feel that they had to provide for their own 
safety; and in this climate the AWB swept in, 
with its slogan: ‘‘The AWB versus the 
ANC.” More than anything else, this was the 
reason for the large attendances at Terre’ 
Blanche’s public meetings. This conclusion 
is confirmed by the fact that, for years, the 
AWB could not get off the ground, Mr. Terre’ 
Blanche’s oratory notwithstanding. 


RISE OF THE H.N.P. 


Before the riots, it was the dramatic rise of 
the HNP in the 1981 general election that 
created favourable conditions on ‘the right’, 
on which the AWB capitalised, and which 


The ruling National Party in South 
Africa has gone liberal, and is now busily 
dismantling the system of racial segreg- 
ation known as apartheid, which provides 
the only hope of survival for the country’s 
white people. 

Opposition to this sell-out of the Whites 
is strong and growing, but it is fragmented. 
We are publishing here a report sent to us 
by one of the anti-government factions, the 
Herstigte Nationale Party (HNP). We wish 
to stress that the interpretation put on 
events in this report is that of the HNP 
correspondent himself; our editor neither 
endorses nor repudiates what he says, but 
simply publishes his account of the 
situation as it has been received. The editor 
is well aware that there will be some parts of 
this report that will not meet with the 
agreement of all of our readers. 


caused the defection of Treurnicht, Hartzen- 
berg and other MPs from the National Party, 
ending the political hold of the NP on 
Afrikaners. 

It may be remembered that in the London 
Financial Times it was reported that after the 
1981 general election one of the NP’s highly 
regarded spokesmen said: ‘“‘It is not 
catastrophic yet, but it is very ominous.’’ So 
it was evident that the rise of the HNP had 
caused near-panic in the NP and on the left; 
something had to be done to stop the HNP. It 
had received 14 per-cent of the total poll, 


TERRE’ BLANCHE 
According to this report, he has been badly 
discredited by recent scandal concerning 

his private life 


although fielding only 87 candidates out of a 
total of 166. In the Transvaal, in constit- 
uencies where the HNP and the NP were the 
only contestants, the HNP polled an average 
of 33 per-cent. 

This brings us to the Conservative Party, 
the main feature of which is its lack of 
genuine commitment to principles and a 
gneral identification as a ‘middle-of-the- 
road’ party, instead of a right-wing one. This 
of course is the result of the opportunistic 
traits of its leaders, who for 13 years went 
along with the Vorster-Botha policies of 
‘change’ and ‘reform’ for no other reasons 
than those of political expediency and self- 
interest. These men left the NP only when 
their political pants had caught fire in the 
constituenciess they represented. Treur- 
nicht’s majority, for instance, was slashed 
from 4,700 in 1977 to 1,400 in 1981. And 
much the same went for Hartzenberg and 
several others. They knew that they were 
going to be defeated by the HNP in the 
following general elections, and they saw 
their best option as being to get out of the NP. 

Once that happened, it was necessary for 
the forces operating behind the National Party 
to prevent their joining forces with the HNP, 
which would have created a strong nationalist 
party based on clear-cut principles, constit- 
uting a real threat to the policies of the 
National Party and to the leftists in the 
Afrikaner establishment. 


DOUBTS ABOUT C.P. 


That raises the million-dollar question of 
why these defectors from the National Party 
opted for a party in opposition to the HNP, 
exacerbating divisions on ‘the right’ and ina 
real sense thereby benefiting the National 
Party in the pursuance of its integrationist 
policies. 

Was it the decision of Treurnicht and his 
associates themselves, or were there 
concealed forces which influenced their 
decision? It is an intriguing question, which 
may never be fully answered. 

What is telling, though, is that some time 
before the CP breakaway an emissary from 
B.J. Vorster, cabinet minister Lourens 
Muller, who is a member of the Broederbond, 
tried to woo two HNP Executive Committee 
members over to the idea of a new political 
party which he said would be led by 
Treurnicht. This certainly has significance. 
Then, two years after the CP was established, 
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the Zionist Record and SA Jewish Times 
(20th January 1984) reported that Treurnicht 
and his Deputy, Hartzenberg, had had a 
conference with the Cape Province Jewish 
Board of Deputies which was arranged by 
Harry Schwartz, one of the Progressive 
Federal Party’s Jewish MPs. No further 
information could be obtained about this 
meeting. On April 23rd 1988 Treurnicht, all 
by himself, had a meeting with 30 Jewish 
‘businessmen’ (probably B’nai B’rith) at 
which the discussion was to be ‘‘specificaily 
over where Jews stood on CP policy.”’ 

In South African politics this is a 
remarkable departure from the position taken 
by previous Afrikaner leaders, such as Dr. 
H.F. Verwoerd and Mr. J.G. Strydom. 

At about the same time, an article appeared 
in the Sunday Star, written by John 
D’Oliveira, in which the writer stated what 
Treurnicht had told him about the true nature 
of the Conservative Party, namely that it was 
‘‘a party which will appeal to all white 
conservatives: Afrikaners, English-speakers, 
Greeks, Portugese, Jews and others...” — 
that is, a party which makes no secret about its 
main accent: numbers, not principles. 


C.P. SHIFTING TO CENTRE 


On account of this, Treurnicht is trying his 
best to create an image of- ‘moderation’, 
which naturally entails a gradual but irresist- 
ible shift to the centre. 

This was clearly demonstrated in the recent 
controversy over the CP’s action in the 
Municipality of Boksburg, where so-called 
apartheid signs were erected to reserve 
certain facilities for Whites. 

The leftist and liberal media joined up with 
commercial interests to a force a showdown 
over the matter. They succeeded in creating 
the impression of economic doom for 
Boksburg if this policy was persevered with. 

Treurnicht waited on the sidelines and only 
made a belated entry into the fray, attacking 
the media for their role in the matter but not 
taking a strong and determined stand on the 
side of the Boksburg Council. 

When the organised money-powers saw 
Treurnicht’s slight hesitation, they 
capitalised on it by getting an interview with 
him in the glossy mouthpiece of the finance- 
capitalists, Leadership South Africa. The 
interviewer, after speaking to Treurnicht, 
said that he had come to the conclusion that 
the difference between the CP and the 
National Party was, at best, one of ‘style’ or 
‘tone’ — in other words, not of principles! 

Now, the more that Treurnicht -tries to 
reflect an image of a ‘moderate’ political 
party the more frustration is being felt by a 
large number of people in the CP ranks. This 
is what is at the heart of the CP’s efforts to get 
the HNP out of the way. The leadership of the 
CP knows that disenchantment among the 
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rank and file will result in CP supporters 
looking for an alternative on the right, which 
would be the HNP. Ergo, if the HNP were 
removed, there would be no alternative for 
these people but to go along with the CP. 


C.P. AND 
U.S. STATE DEPARTMENT 


Another disturbing aspect of the CP is that 
in 1986 Deputy Leader Hartzenberg was 
favoured with a US State Department grant 
for a visit to the USA, and last year the CP’s 
Information Committee Chairman, Koos van 
der Merwe, received a similar grant. This is 
almost unbelievable, because the State 
Department has been labelled by informed 
Americans as the most vicious, though sly, 
enemy of White South Africa, and it is well 
known that its management selects their 
beneficiaries for political ends, and only after 
the most careful screening. 

There can hardly be any doubt that the 
leftist American establishment has already 
forged links with the CP — a most extra- 
ordinary situation, which cannot but raise 
serious doubts about the CP’s real nature and 
intent. 


C.P. AND A.W.B. 


Although the CP has gained support in 
South Africa at the expense of the HNP, this 
tendency is not considered irreversible. The 
Boksburg episode has already cost the CP 
dearly in esteem and support. And the recent 
turmoil in the AWB also has repercussions in 
the CP, owing to the fact that many CP 
members are AWB members and vice versa. 
It is inevitable, therefore, that the dissension 
in AWB ranks between the pro-Terre’ 
Blanche and anti-Terre’ Blanche factions will 
be injected into the CP, where at least three 
MPs are AWB members and another two 
have close links with Terre’ Blanche. 

These people are all reputed to be on Terre’ 
Blanche’s side, and they will therefore have 
an inhibiting effect on parliamentary caucus 


discussions on the CP’s AWB links. This will ' 


probably prevent the CP leadership repud- 
lating its association with the AWB. 

The likely upshot of recent events is that 
Terre'Blanche, his image and leadership 
severely damaged, will continue to lead a 
badly fractured, confused and frustrated 
AWB but one which will continue to be 
associated with the CP and will militate 
against Treurnicht’s efforts to present an 
image of moderation. 


THE N.P. 


There are still many questions about P.W. 
Botha’s move in resigning as leader of the NP 
while holding on to the State Presidency. One 
theory is that he fears that the NP will be split 
again, and he does not want to bear the blame 
for this. So, if that happens — and it is quite 
possible — his successor will be to blame! 

Another speculation is that Botha decided 
to resign by instalments in order to see how 
the wind was blowing in the caucus. If Botha 


TREURNICHT 
A compromiser and opportunist, says our 
correspondent. According to this report, 
Treurnicht only formed his new Conserv- 
ative Party when he felt his National 
Party seat was threatened 


now resigns the State Presidency, there will 
have to be another election in order to 
nominate the NP’s candidate for this office, 
who is not ex-officio the leader of the NP. 
So, it is quite possible that De Klerk’s main 
rival, Barend du Plessis, may canvass support 
among De Klerk’s supporters. If five of these 
should switch to Du Plessis, the outcome may 
be 66 per-cent for him and 64 per-cent for De 
Klerk. 

Du Plessis is a complete liberal, and he has 
for a long time been cultivated by the money 
powers. A well-informed source in Britain 
some 18 months ago put out a note that the 
international bankers were promoting Du 
Plessis’ candidacy for the succession of P.W. 
Botha. 

De Klerk had the support of the more 
conservative section of the NP caucus, but in 
his first speech he moved sharply to the left, 
and it is evident that he will not return to his 
previous conservative position. This is of 
some import, as it destroys the hope (or fear) 
that he might lead a breakaway to the right 
and join up with Treurnicht of the CP. 

In its desperation to pacify the American 
liberals and the South African money powers, 
the NP will probably move to repeal the 
remaining acts governing racial segregation. 
This may well trigger dissension that might 
lead to a riot in the NP ranks. It is doubtful 
that the NP will survive after De Klerk. 
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THE H.N.P. 


Developments in other political parties 


augur well for the HNP, which lost support to 


the CP as a result of the AWB’s dubious 
mediation between the two parties and the 
false statement issued by Terre’ Blanche to the 
effect that the HNP was to blame for the 
failure of negotiations with a view to a 
political pact between them. 

Later, though, it was revealed by the then 
Deputy Leader of the AWB that Treurnicht 
was ‘‘not prepared to accommodate Jaap 
Marais” (leader of the HNP), and that 
‘“Treurnicht had an unparallelled fear of Jaap 
Marais’* — which obviously were the real 
reasons for the failure to reach an under- 
standing and agreement. These remarks were 
taped during a telephone conversation. 

In the left-leaning and the government- 
supporting media every effort is of course 
made to make the HNP appear a spent force. 
The media predicted that the HNP would fold 
after the 1987 general elections; now that they 
have been proved wrong, they pretend not to 
know it. 


H.N.P. AND SOUTH WEST AFRICA 


At present the HNP, of all South African 
political parties, is the only one contesting the 
election of members to the Legislative 
Assembly of South West Africa (known by 
the British media as ‘Namibia’). The AWB 
tried desperately to enter South West politics. 


At first Terre’ Blanche, with Treurnicht at his 
side, tried secretly to establish political links 
with a non-white community of mixed 
extraction. This failed, and caused Treurnicht 
and Terre’Blanche extreme embarrassment 
when their efforts became known. 

Thereafter, Terre’Blanche tried to get a 
political party off the ground in South West 
Africa but was again frustrated owing to lack 
of support and to the CP’s unwillingness to 
enter the political fray against the NP of South 
West Africa (The CP has a tacit under- 
standing with the NP that it will not interfere 
in South West Africa). 

Eventually, Terre’Blanche tried to put up 
‘independent’ candidates in the recent South 
West African by-elections. Some HNP 
members were approached to this end but of 
course refused. 

What then happened was almost unthink- 
able. A statement was published in The 
Windhoek Advertiser that the CP and AWB 
decided to support the National Party of South 
West Africa in the by-elections! 

It was an amazing turn of events, as the 
National Party of South West Africa has 
compromised on every principle advocated 
by the UN and the American State Depart- 
ment. These include removal of all discrimin- 
atory measures, a  one-man-one-vote 
suffrage, UN supervision of a country-wide 
election to appoint an assemb!y for the 
drafting of a constitution, etc., which stamp 
the National Party of South West Africa as 


even further to the left than the National Party 
of South Africa — which the CP and AWB 
represent as their mortal enemy! 

In the two by-elections held on the 16th 
November 1988, the HNP obtained 34 per- 
cent and 40 per-cent respectively, and it is 
sure to do well in the coming South West 
African general election to be held on March 
31st. Indeed, we should not discount the 
possibility that the HNP could beat the NP in 
some constituencies. 


WHAT THE FUTURE HOLDS 
FOR THE H.N.P. 


The general picture on the right of the 
National Party has therefore changed to the 
advantage of the HNP, and is likely to 
improve further as the ineptness of the CP 
leadership becomes evident. 

As the HNP leaders’ decision, in 1969, to 
form a party of opposition to the National 
Party became the key political event of the 
sixties, in the wake of the assassination of Dr. 
H.F. Verwoerd, so the HNP’s determination 
to continue the fight, in spite of setbacks, 
constituted the major political development 
of the seventies; and the HNP’s dramatic rise 
from 1979, culminating in the breakaway of 
the CP, was the determining development in 
the early eighties, so the HNP’s unrelenting 
adherence to nationalist principles may wei! 
be the most significant feature of the late 
eighties and early nineties. 


THE DOUBTFUL ADVANTAGES 


OF GENETIC ENGINEERING 


RICHARD MOLESWORTH replies to the recent series of 
articles by Tony Wells 


IN HIS third and closing article on genetics 


Tony Wells has drawn attention to some 


truly thrilling possibilities that could 
accrue from genetic engineering. Certainly 
all that he has said might happen could 
happen! The trouble is that he has 
considered this topic almost exclusively 
from the point of view of its notional 
benefits to the cause of the nation; but 
since, it seems, the genetic engineering 
race — which it will surely become — will 
be highly competitive, and therefore so 
very difficult to keep on a tight rein, what 
we ought to be looking at before we 
consider the possible benefits are the 
probable — indeed, I would say certain — 
dangers. For my part, I contemplate the 
prospect of meddling with human genes 
with a great deal of misgiving, although I 
must admit that I cannot see how we can 
escape it. 


We have rightly heard much about the 
importance of preserving our culture, but the 
culture we should wish to preserve has largely 
been the product of natural and accidental 
evolution over centuries. 

What Tony Wells is proposing is the large- 
scale replacement of the roles of nature and 
accident in the evolution of our culture by 
calculated human manipulation. Can it really 
be supposed that, with the best will in the 
world, these manipulators will be clever 
enough to do this without radically changing 
our culture in ways they would never have 
foreseen nor wished? 

It is not difficult to imagine that a new 
generation of super-fit, super-intelligent 
people will be somewhat contemptuous of the 
quaint old ways (sic) of their designers, and 
will be very eager to carve out a new future for 
our race which will bear little regard for the 
priorities held by many readers of this 


magazine. 

It is not inconceivable that these Franken- 
stein monsters may regard their well-meaning 
creators as an anachronistic, and even 
expendable, drain upon resources, and deal 
with them accordingly! 

It might be argued that due allowance for 
this could be catered for in the design of such 
new people, and the danger thus averted, but 
there would be a vast number of contingen- 
cies to cater for. Surely, there would 
inevitably be a few traits of the new 
generation which will not have worked out 
exactly as the experimenters had planned, and 
these could prove decidedly unwelcome. In 
this highly competitive race we must 
anticipate that risks will be taken and 
mistakes or miscalculations will occur, and 
these could prove far more serious than in any 
other spheres of scientific experiment. 
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THE DOUBTFUL ADVANTAGES 
OF GENETIC ENGINEERING 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Mr. Wells envisages a built-in genetic 
safeguard to prevent future miscegenation. 
He says: **Such a future would end once and 
for all the spectre of our race being submerged 
and swamped by alien races through inter- 
breeding.’’ Would it? 

This argument merely draws attention to 
one of the gravest of dangers of genetic 
engineering, and one that has perturbed me 
for a very long time. The people who will first 
have their finger on the genetic button are not 
likely to be nationalists who want to ensure 
the survival of our race. More likely, if not 
certainly, they will be people of the very 
opposite disposition, and may all too soon use 
their art to implant into all fertile members of 
our race a strong disposition towards inter- 
breeding with the least compatible racial 
groups. What chance for nationalism then — 
when the enemies of our cause stand to beat us 
to it? 


MONSTERS 


Because of the inevitably competitive 
nature of genetic engineering and its almost 
unlimited possibilities, expediency is likely 
eventually to rule all considerations. The time 
must come, it would seem, when there may 
be few, if any, people left on this planet who 
will look remotely like our race as it is at the 
present time. If greater intelligence calls for a 
larger brain, and thus a larger head, that is 
what will be created — although not in 
everyone. A larger head will call for a larger 
body to support it. Thus there could 
eventually be giants of 15 or 20 feet high, who 
will naturally require houses to fit them. At 
the other end of the scale there will be a 
market for men no bigger than ants, so these 
too will appear as supply fits demand. These 
men would prove very handy for bugging 
purposes, being able to hide very 
successfully. They, in their turn, will require 
minute houses, adding a bizarre contrast to 
the landscape. Against the advantages of 
having acategory of minute humans, this type 
of wee chap will have to face the prospect that 
the giant men might think as little about 
stepping on him as they would of stepping on 
a fly! 

Another variety of man will be the worker, 
or slave class. He will have such a low 
intellect that he will present us no problems 
regarding the claiming of human rights. He 
will simply be there to work, and nothing else 
— doing all the unpleasant jobs without a 
word of complaint. 

There will be men who can fly like birds, 
men who can hop 100 yards, men who can 
burrow into masonry or drill tunnels from one 
side of the earth to the other. There will be 
beings who will be half-human and half- 
kangaroo — or -snake! At this point we will 
find the racial equality lobby having great 
difficulty deciding who, or what, should be 
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entitled to vote! In the end, they will probably 
give the vote to anything that is one-sixteenth 
human. 

There will be domestic cats and rats as big 
as horses. These will naturally be making 
great game from hunting — and eating some 
of the smaller breeds of human. 

One has to ask: who on earth does Mr. 
Wells suppose will be the beneficiary in this 
nightmarish world? Considering that these 
developments will not be limited in their 
location but will be taking place throughout 
the world, it does not automatically follow 
that a Nationalist Britain would come off 
best, even if we can indeed agree on what we 
mean by ‘best’. Beauty of form will 
necessarily have to take second place to the 
attainment of power, and it could well be that 
the ugliest forms will prove the most 
successful in this context. There might even 
be a production line for people without sex! 

If one of us could come back to see this 
country 100 years after the start of the age of 
genetic manipulation, it would be doubtful if 
he could reconcile what he saw as deserving 
the definition of ‘us’. 

What a wonderful world this would be for 
British Nationalism to thrive in! But, like it or 
not, it looks ominously as though it is what we 
are going to get, so maybe I have no option 
but to come to terms with it. 

All the same, I am bound to add that Tony 
Wells’ attitude to genetic engineering strikes 
me as comparable to that of a turkey looking 
forward to Christmas. 


MORALITY, EMOTIONS 
AND INSTINCT 


So far-reaching are the implications of a 


world embroiled in’ an all-out genetic 
engineering race that, by comparison, 
comment on the proposals put forward by 
Tony Wells in Part II of his series might seem 
almost too trivial to deserve discussion. 

If, however, it is permissible to argue on 
the basis of the hypothesis that we can avert 
the unsalubrious prospects I have forecast 
previously, there is much on which to 
comment concerning the earlier article. 

I would first like to emphasise that on one 
fundamental issue I am in full agreement with 
Tony Wells, and that is on the need for 
suitable genetic regeneration of our 
population. However, in almost all other 
respects there is very little on which I can 
agree with him. 

Mr. Wells seems contemptuous of such 
things as morality., emotions and instinct. It 
was precisely the emotional and instinctive 
objections to multi-racialism, initially felt by 
opponents of that policy, that subsequent 
events have proved amply justified. Nation- 
alism is principally motivated by emotion, 
even though this emotion is supported by 
sound reasoning. 

Mr. Wells says that culture must be based 
on truth and science, but then goes on to say 
that man must be seen in this ethos to have no 
personal immortality. Suppose immortality 
— or at least survival after death, in non- 


physical form — is the truth. There is no 
proof that it is not, and many indications to 
suggest that it is. The fact is that the matter is 
not yet proved either way. 

_ Į quite agree that our ethos must be based 
on truth; but for that very reason, where the 
truth is not yet established there must not, and 
indeed cannot, be any doctrinal presumption 
or commitment as to what the truth is. In this 
particular matter it is frankly trespassing 
outside the territory of politics to make any 
assertion of the type Mr. Wells proposes. 

For what his essay seems to propose is a 
society based entirely on materialism — 
something that finds its place in left-wing 
politics much more happily than those which 
incorporate love of country and racial 
kinship. 

Mr. Wells seems to want to turn the entire 
process of the evolution of our race into a 
scientific experiment. It would be most ill- 
advised to put all our eggs into that one 
basket. We have seen countless products of 
science which have gone very badly wrong: 
CFCs, Thalidomide and Chernobyl, to name 
just three. We cannot afford disasters of those 
proportions in our programme for genetic 
regeneration. 

The essay proposes not only scientific 
experimentation in synthetic evolution but 


` cultural and social experimentation as well. 


The same sense of caution must apply in these 
areas also. Experimenters often start with an 
unfair advantage over their opponents. If the 
latter cannot come up immediately with a 
conclusive argument for their opposition, the 
would-be experimenter can say: ‘‘There you 
are — there ts no case for opposition!’ And 
his plans are pushed through while everyone 
is still thinking about them. History is littered 
with disasters resulting from this sort of hasty 
action. Alien immigration was one. Many 
potential opponents to this experiment were 
initially rendered innocuous by their failure to 
provide convincing ‘proof’ that the 
experiment would work out badly. So often, 
the proof is lacking until the damage is done! 


CREATING CONDITIONS FOR 
NATURAL SELECTION TO WORK: 
FOR GENETIC ADVANCEMENT 


I do not question the desirability of seeking 
to create a nation that is healthy in body, mind 
and emotions, but there are many approaches 
to this objective which would effectively 
exclude the more drastic forms of untested 
experimentation. : 

I would perhaps go so far as to agree to the 
sterilisation of people of exceptionally 
undesirable genetic make-up; but I think that 
natural selection, coupled with the 
inculcation into the public consciousness of 
healthy attitudes to life, could go a long way 
to looking after the remaining needs of 
genetic regeneration. Conditions should, and. 
could, be recreated for natural selection to 
operate to genetic advancement. 

I frankly doubt whether scientific methods 
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could ever be found to assess satisfactorily 
(after birth, let alone before) the individual’s 
true relative worth to the nation. The 
emphasis would inevitably be on physical 
considerations, and to amplify the point I 
would like to recall two individuals discussed 
in quite unrelated contexts in the March issue: 
Paddy Ashdown, ‘‘a former Marine officer’’ 
(see letter from Mrs. J. Wootton), who 
presumably was, and perhaps still is, a 
specimen of fair physical exellence; and the 
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late Army Commander-in-Chief Field 
Marshal Lord Bramhall, who, as the editor 
commented, has surrendered British cricket 
and honour to the anti-apartheid brigade. 

We might then add to this the Archbishop 
of Canterbury, nicknamed ‘Killer Runcie’ for 
his ‘bloodthirsty’ reputation during his war 
service in the army. 

It really is quite shattering what a high 
proportion of ‘men’ (I use the term in the 
purely anatomical sense) of excellent 


physique populate the ranks of dripping wet 
liberals and race traitors. 

By contrast, I feel that there is less than no 
evidence that people beset by handicaps, such 
as ‘curvature of the spine’ or ‘club-foot’, are 
less imbued with the sort of moral courage 
that is demanded of staunch British Nation- 
alists than those who are physically perfect. 

How could science be relied upon to 
distinguish between the dead wood and the 
finest oak in this mixed assortment? 


CRIMINALS TURNED COPS 


MAX DENKMAL looks at an experiment in 
‘positive discrimination’ 


LATELY, British TV has been flooded 
with American programmes: sit-coms, 
chat shows, pop music, sport and 
documentaries, to name but a few. One 
show in particular, ‘60 Minutes’, is well 
worth watching — if you have a video- 
recorder, that is. It is screened in the early 
hours of Thursday morning, on ITV. 

One of the good points of transmission at 
this kind of time is reduced censorship, as is 
shown by ‘60 Minutes’. It covers stories such 
as Jewish influence in American politics, 
influential VIPs having their crimes hushed 
up, and corruption in the police. 

In the early hours of January 12th, an 
episode was screened exposing a ‘Positive 
Discrimination’ exercise in Miami, Florida, 
during 1980. 

In the summer of 1985, the Tamiami 
marine yard was raided by police officers, 
including men in plain clothes. The haul was 
400 kilos (900Ib) of cocaine, with a value of 6 
million dollars. The only problem was that 
the raid was not an official one; some men 
were police on duty, some police off duty — 
the rest were criminals! 

Various people involved in the case were 
interviewed by Ed Bradley. a ‘60 Minutes’ 
presenter. Some of their remarks were 
incredible. 

Alex Alverez, who led the team of 
detectives who cracked the case, said that 
witnesses had seen a line of officers and 
others passing duffel bags into three marked 
police cars. There were about 40-50 bags in 
all. One of those present at the raid, who is 
now serving a 15-year prison sentence, told of 
his 30 kilo cut being worth 500,000 dollars. 

Two weeks later, the same team ‘hit’ the 
Jones boat yard. The haul was another 400 
kilos of cocaine. 

In total, the team netted 12 million dollars 
worth of ‘killer coke’. The second raid took 
place whilst seven men were unloading the 
drug. All leapt into the river; only four got 
out. 

It was the discovery of the corpses of the 
other three that led the detectives onto the 
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right trail. Their investigations led to the 
arrest of 14 ‘bent’ officers. 

The first trial of those who were prosecuted 
ended in a verdict of ‘mis-trial’. Due to the 
nature of those who were indicted, five of the 
‘criminals’ plotted to murder the witnesses, 
as this would be cheaper than a re-trial. The 
first trial was in a state court. 

Leon Kelner, the US Attorney who super- 
vised the second trial in a federal court, stated 
that those who plotted murder were armed 
with shotguns, sub-machine guns, semi- 
automatic pistols and revolvers. They waited 
for one of the witnesses with the intention of 
kidnapping him, killing him and then driving 
to the Attorney’s house and dumping his 
remains on the bonnet of the Attorney’s car. 

The witness, who was in a video-rental 
shop at the time, was aware of the plotters’ 
presence and called the Miami Police Depart- 
ment. The criminals fled the scene without 
capture. 

Kelner also spoke of a phrase which a lot of 
people used at that time: ‘‘A lot of cops turn 
crooked: in this case a lot of crooks turned 
cop.”’ 

The Florida police chief Dick Witt was in 
charge of training at Miami at the time. He 
spoke of a telephone call which he received 
from a woman whose neighbour was 
attending the Miami Police Academy, who 
had told of one recruit being a well-known 
drug dealer! How did this happen” 


“AFFIRMATIVE ACTION’ 


During the period in question, what was 


known as the ‘Affirmative Action’ 
programme was being put into effect 
throughout’ the United States. This 


programme, similar to what is known as 
‘Positive Discrimination’ in this country, 
aimed to give special preferences in employ- 
ment to members of racial and other minority 
groups — supposedly to compensate for their 
‘disadvantages’ in employment opportunities 
in normal society. 

In this case, the authorities were recruiting 
for police work all sorts of people coming into 


these 


categories of ‘disadvantaged’ 
minorities. The Police Académy accepted 
thieves, junkies, drug-pushers and common 
thugs — even though their crimes were down 
on record. — | 

The reason for such scum getting into the 
Police Departinent was a political one. 
‘Affirmative Action’ required that during a 
2-year recruiting drive 56 per-cent of 
recruits were to come from ethnic minorities! 

The Department had become too under- 
manned to handle law and order after what 
became known as the ‘Mario boat-lift’, in 
which 30,000 Cuban criminals landed in - 
Miami over a 60-day period, and the Liberty 
City riots, which had involved looting, 
pillaging and murder. Some of the recruits 
had taken part in these riots. 

The Department’s normal intake of recruits 
was 50 a year, but during the carrying out of 
the —_ politically-motivated ‘Affirmative 
Action’ programme the figure was 600 in less 
than three years, more than a fourfold 
increase. Little attention was paid to a 
candidate’s background, and one detective, 
still serving in the Miami Police Department, 
told of how, when he participated in 
background checks, a minor crime did not 
disqualify a candidate. He told of a number of 
recruits who had admitted to the taking of 
drugs, one of whom used cocaine six times 
and smoked ‘grass’ 55 times, and another 
who had stolen his father’s car when he was 
13 years old. One of those charged with 
stealing cocaine had hired a ‘hit-man’ to 
eliminate his own nephew, who was trying to 
steal the ‘drug money’. 

Former police chief Ken Harms was in 
charge during the ‘Affirmative Action’ 
programme. He said the programme had been 
negotiated by the City Commission and the 
Justice Department, and that he was dictated 
to on the hiring, selection and training of 
recruits. 

Former Mayor Maurice Foray said that 
while he had occupied his post he negotiated 
the 56 per-cent applicable for minorities up to ~ 
80 per-cent, because he didn’t like a 
predominantly white male police force. He 
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CRIMINALS TURNED COPS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


denied knowledge of the criminal record of 
candidates. 

There were warning signs from the 
Management Consultant, he concluded, that 
50 per-cent of the force had had less than one 
year’s experience on the street. Also, there 
were not enough ‘veteran officers’ to train the 
rookies from the Academy, who were coming 
in in droves. He predicted disaster if the 
hiring frenzy was not stopped and reassessed. 


FAULTY SELECTION 


The problem, it was claimed, was not that 
the Department had set out to hire minorities; 


it was the kind of individuals that had 
been approved for jobs. : 
Harms said: “‘Background investigators 


"were selected by the Department and told 


specifically in which areas they should make 
enquiries.’’ They were ultimately responsible 
to Harms himself, via the chain of command. 

Almost 100 officers who were subseq- 
uently suspended, fired or convicted for 
serious crimes were hired during the time 
Harms was police chief. 

Dick Witt, who had to train these recruits, 
said: ‘‘Commissioners have to take some of 
the blame, because they had ‘politicised’ the 
system with their demands for minority 
hiring. The Department simply could not 
recruit enough people of the required quality 
when it was forced to meet these minority 


quotas of 50 per-cent and above. ‘‘The 
chief,’’ he said, ‘‘has to accept some 
responsibility for not objecting. But those of 
us who had some objections at a lower rank 
should have been more strident in our 
objections — more loud and more often!’ 

Present police chief Clarence Dixon, and 
the Justice Department, have launched a 
national investigation into possible 
corruption in this affair, to ensure that it never 
happens again in Miami or anywhere else in 
the US. 

There are those of us in this country who 
for years have argued against ‘Positive 
Discrimination’, the British equivalent of 
‘Affirmative Action’. For the sake of this 
country, we must not let this kind of thing 
happen here! 


PORTRAIT OF A TORY YUPPIE 


The road to riches for a typical product of Thatcher's 
Britain, examined by JOHN MORSE 


PICTURED HERE, with wife and family, 
is Mr. Andrew Bell, an overseas invesi 
ment whizz-kid in the City of London. Like 
so many others of his kind, he has been 
doing very nicely for himself, thank you 
very much, by promoting the export of 
British financial capital to Japan. 

Mr. Bell had his eye to the main chance a 
decade ago. He knew, he said in a recent 
interview with The Times newspaper, that 
the Tories would win the general election of 
1979, and that the likes of Leon Brittan and 
Nigel Lawson would take off exchange 
controls. 

Remarked Mr. Bell: ‘‘I knew that would 
create an opportunity to invest in stock- 
markets overseas, especially Japan.’ 

He shortly quit Merchant bankers Morgan 
Grenfell and took charge of the Far East 
department of stockbrokers Grievson Grant, 
where he set up for many British-based funds 
what were their first invesments in Japan. So, 
with Mr. Bell’s enthusiastic assistance, 
finance that could have been going to build up 
industry in Britain was instead being used to 
help the Japs increase their industrial clout, so 
as to blitz British industry out of existence — 
all for the sake of a fast buck to the City 
money men, behind the deals of which he was 
just One among many. 


BRITISH INDUSTRY 
BEING WRECKED 


Mr. Bell and his cronies were doing this 
right at the moment when the Tory Govern- 
ment was deliberately pulling the rug from 
under the feet of British industry with a 
monster credit-squeeze, and standing back 
whilst Jap products flooded Britain as never 
before. Mass unemployment for British 
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Andrew Bell and his wife and two children in the garden of their spacious Wiltshire home 


workers, and the long-term ruin of British 
manufacturing, have been the major results. 

Mr. Bell tries to justify his operations by 
saying:- 


‘I found businessmen in Japan knew about 
the conditions of their business worldwide 
— which I certainly had never found 
talking to British businessmen — and there 
was an atmosphere of creativity and 
optimism, a feeling that anything was 
possible.” 


So what it comes down to is that in an 
international clash between his own and a 
foreign country, albeit at the present time an 
economic rather than a military clash, Mr. 
Bell in no way has a greater loyalty to his own 


side than to the enemy. On the contrary, he 
seems positively to prefer the enemy! 

Andrew Bell is a man of high social status, 
in fact a typical member of the British ruling 
establishment. His background includes 
Eton, the Life Guards and Oxford. But this 
doesn’t, apparently, give him any sense of 
obligation towards his own land and people. 
He doesn’t see it as his duty to put his 
privileges and talents to work in the service of 
his own countrymen and to give them the 
leadership they need if they are to pull 
themselves together when they fall below 
standard. 

Oh no! When he finds that the state of 


Contd. on page 20 


SIR: Tony Wells’ article ‘Genetics and 


Culture in a Racial Nationalist State’ 
provided much food for thought on the 
subject of eugenics. What was particuarly 
refreshing about this article was the writer’s 
determination to break free of the so-called 
‘morals’ of our liberal-democratic society. 

A society that permits the destruction of 
perfectly formed foetuses whilst endeavour- 
ing to keep alive as many monstrously 
maliormed babies as it can needs to have its 
morals revaluated with the utmost urgency! 

However, while I fully share the aims, and 
indeed the need, of improving the quality of 
our race, I would suggest that the greatest 
caution would need to be employed in any 
future eugenics programme. Genetic 
engineering, perhaps unfortunately, will not 
enable us to apply the techniques of animal 
husbandry to human beings — life is not quite 
so simple as that! Breeding animals to 
accentuate specific traits within a given 
species is relatively straightforward, but it is 
usually physical, rather than mental, 
characteristics that we seek to obtain. Herein 
lies the crux of a problem with regard to a 
eugenic programme for humans. The brain is, 
even today, the least understood organ in the 
body. Large parts of the brain are still a 
complete mystery to us, thus preventing us 
from being able to define exactly what 
intelligence is. 

No doubt, some people would point out an 
individual who posseses a Ph.D, say, as 
someone of ‘above-average intellect. This is 
simply not the case. The individual concerned 
may have nothing more than an exceptionally 
retentive memory, able to absorb masses of 
facts and figures and to regurgitate them when 
required — a handy attribute, no doubt, but 
hardly indicative of great intelligence. 

I myself have come across many 
individuals with impressive academic 
credentials, only to find them totally lacking 
in that unquantifiable thing we call common 
sense. 

Genetic engineering should enable us to 
make great strides in the improvement of the 
race from the physical point of view, and also 
help us eradicate the many and varied genetic 
defects passed on from one generation to the 
next. But even this may not be as simple as 


first thought. Sickle Cell Anaemia, for 
instance, a condition that mainly affects 
negroes, comes from a ‘recessive’ gene 
which it has now been discovered plays a 
sugnificant role in warding off the effects of 
Malaria — an important asset in the negroes’ 
natural climate. 

Eugenics must have an important role to 
play in a future nationalist state, but we 
should always be aware, before we start 
experimenting with the very stuff of life 
itself that we must know what the exact 
results will be: otherwise we may find 
ourselves in a situation where. 
miscegenation, the damage done will be 
irreversible. 

IAN SLOAN 
Liverpool 


SIR: I would like to take up a particular point 
raised by Mr. M. Dwyer in the April issue on 
the subject of ‘pop’ music, namely where he 
says: “‘Every man and woman of good taste 
and sound mind will loathe modern ‘pop’ 
music, . F- believe this: toi- benan ‘over- 
simplification. 

I suspect that a great many people who 
prefer serious music to ‘pop’ have iust as 
unsound mind as those who like the beat of 
the jungle. 

JOHN PEACOCK 
J eicester 


SIR: I am indebted to Mr. M. Dwyer, whose 
letter in last month’s Spearhead introduced 
me to the thoughts of Plato and Aristotle 
concerning music. I was totally unaware of 
these quotes, and yet was struck with how 
relevant they seem to modern times. 
Popular music over the past 20 years has 
gradually become more and more linked with 
multi-racialism and miscegenation. 
current ‘styles’ (sic) of ‘rapping’ (loud 
repetitive black music with obnoxious lyrics) 


a 


as with 


The 


and ‘bangra’ (Joe Dacky Rock) are examples 
of the worst kind of such music. 

This sort of music features regularly on 
much of children’s television, and, combined 
with the promotion of multi-racialism and 
miscegenation, on programmes like “Blue 
Peter’ and John Craven's ‘Newsround. it is 
quite simply brainwashing our young. 

I have even noticed that certain manufact- 
urers are now using this music to promote 
their products in advertisements. Not only 
must we boycott their products but we should 
write to the manufacturers telling them why 
we are doing so. As manufacturers are only 
interested in selling their goods. enough 
letters might make a difference. 

I think the new-look Spearhead is 
excellent. Don't change it back. 

ARTHUR NEW 
London W.C. | 


SIR: I much preferred the old format — 
especially the frontespiece — and from the 
point of view of cost the magazine, with the 
cheaper paper. was more economic to 


produce. 
B.E. BIGGS 
Church Crookham, Hants. 
SIR: Don’t change the glossy format — it’s 
great! 


A.J. BRUSHWOOD 
London N. 1 


SIR: You invite comments on the new Spear- 

head — splendid, except that my nose does 

not like it when it first comes out of the 
envelope! 

S. PEDERSON (Mrs. ) 

Laxton, Northants. 


SIR: I do not begrudge the price increase but I 

do not think the shiny paper improves the 
appearance of Spearhead. 

R.D. MOLESWORTH 

Cheltenham, Glos. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure to obtain copies for themselves 
every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for distribution. 

_ Those wishing for copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a subscription by 
filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the applicable sum. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable):- 


British Isles: £10.00 [ ]Overseas unsealed surface mail: £11.66 [_] Overseas sealed surface mail: 
£14.20 [_] Unsealed air mail Middle East: £15.28 [ ] Unsealed air mail Canada, USA, Latin America, 
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Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling; if remittance is in 
overseas currency, an additional charge of £5.50 is required in the case of cheques and money 
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BOOKS Zz. 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
„in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR® (Ivor Benson) £6.50. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 
THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 
THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of current 
, attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
: future. 1980, 246pp. 
THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 
THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not Just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
yon suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 3 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS: 
PROPAGANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John 
Marks) £2.95. An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
.simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
_abusing their positions but with a whole network of 
organisations and institutions, some publicly funded, co- 
ordinating their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of amemorandum to theRoyal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 
ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 
._ those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by calculat- 
ing one eighth the total value of the order. 
Money should be enclosed with all orders, and 
all cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service only and not included 
in remittances sent for other items. Orders are 
likely to be dealt with more quickly if BNP 
Book Service is marked on the envelope. New 
titles are indicated by asterisks. 


66pp. 

THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

THE LEUCHTER REPORT* (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£11.50. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in effect, 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German-occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 33pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER* (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST* (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli: 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 


century decline in the political, industrial and military 


fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the‘ 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 


_daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
‘of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191 pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history . 
that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, S80pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, -128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the. 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


B.N.P BOOK SERVICE 
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CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England raliy for God, 
Family. and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST* (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 


-that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 


weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, TE 1Spp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE* (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled “Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE* 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian school- 
teacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s. work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591 pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. . 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
BRC" T907, TOpp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 6Ipp. 


THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 


American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with. 133pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


A resume of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 24p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 44p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP leaflets (two-sided) 


How to spot a red teacher. Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic and ‘right-wing’ slogans, while their underlying 
policies are leading to the destruction of Britain. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
On the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP leaflets (one-sided) 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how vast numbers of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free-trade 
policies of successive governments. A brief and concise 
argument for economic nationalism. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
If we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous BNP 
leaflet, drawing attention to special favours and 
privileges granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — 
particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 
Derelict Britain. Leaflet with photo exhibiting rotting 
urban landscape, calling upon people to help fight against 
the politicians who have brought this about. Mentions 
unemployment, bad housing, immigration, crime, etc. 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


: BNP posters 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 


of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman's rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Update of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
silence those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Drawing of white man with gag. 

Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 


These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BN? name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of one poster weighing 10g. 


BNP stickers 
With slogans:- 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! | 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 


Love the White Race: protect its future! 


Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 
Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 


Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in and are available in 
gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each 
containing BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Gummed-back stickers cost £4.00 per 
1,000 or 40p per 100, self-adhesive £1.50 per 100. 
Postage costs 26p per 100. 


BNP recordings 


Rally °87. 2'2-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price: £15 plus 64p p&p. 

Rally ‘82. Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!” 

Side |: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndail. 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 

Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘The case for nationalism’ (the inter- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 


BNP rosettes. 
Apply to Tower 
Hamlets Branch, 
PO Box 300, 
London E2 7BZ. 


£1 each plus 25p 


p&p. No p&p 
charge for orders 
of 10 or over. 


government and citizenship). 

Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 26p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to 9 Johnson Place, 
Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP self-adhesive stickers, beer mats, 
ball pens, coffee mugs, etc. 
BNP stickers with slogans:- 


(1) Hang convicted terrorist murderers; (2) Boycott 
the boycott: buy South African; (3) Put Britons first: 
end positive discrimination for aliens; (4) Stop the 
riots — peace through repatriation; (5) Smash the 
IRA — Keep Ulster British; (6) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (7) Our country — love it or 
lose it! (8) Every vote counts — Vote British National 
Party. Stickers are all self-adhesive. with party logo. 
name and address. 

Prices (incl. postage): £3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500; 
£12.50 for 1,000. 


Three-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red. white 
and blue (self-adhesive). 

Prices (incl. postage): 1.25in diameter £4.25 for 500; 
2.5in diameter £6.25 for 500. 


Spearhead stickers: 2in-square stickers advertising 
the magazine. 


Prices (incl. postage): £1.19 per 100 or £5 for roll of 
500. 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. 

Samples for £1 or packs at: £5/£10/£20 (incl. postage) 


BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 (incl. post) 


BNP notepads with party logo printed in red, white and 
blue on each sheet. Z notepad: £1 plus 26p post; 4 
notepads: £4 plus 90p post. 


BNP ball pens (mixed). All stamped with party name: 25 
Jor $3. 
BNP pencils (mixed). All stamped with party name. 30 
for £5. 


White china coffee mugs with famous red. white and blue 
BNP logo on front and back. The mugs have a halft-pint 
capacity, and fully washable and British-made. 


1-5 mugs at £2.25 each; 6-15 mugs at £2.00 each; 16- 
plus mugs at £1.75 each. Price does not include 
postage — please return postage cost on receipt of your 
parcel. 


Candour 
British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
detend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £6.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest. Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 

Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury. Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0. Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. 
Behind the News is a must for your reading table. 


The Truth at Last 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. > 
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NEW BUILDING FUND: 
£3,447.10 NEEDED! 


Last month’s total in contributions to the New 


Building Fund came to £513.00 — a vast improvement on 
the efforts of recent months, and one for which all 
donors are due our gratitude. 


The Fund has been launched to raise money to equip 
and fortify the new premises recently opened up by the 
British National Party in Welling, Kent. 

The Fund has a target of £5,000, and so there is still a 
good way to go if we are to raise this total. Please mark 
all donations ‘New Building Fund’ and post them to: PO 
Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


Eddy Morrison 


People who have followed our movement for 
some years will pehaps recall that Eddy 
Morrison was a prominent activist in the 
British National Party during 1982 and 1983, 
after which time he left the party and was 
instrumental in the promotion of a divisive 
faction set up in rivalry to it. A very strong 
condemnation of Mr. Morrison and his actions 
was published shortly afterwards in the 
columns of Spearhead. 

During 1988 Mr. Morrison, at his request, 
met John Tyndall and expressed his deepest 
regrets at his actions of former years, acknow- 
ledging them to have been greatly mistaken, 
and requested that he be permitted to work 
actively to help promote the BNP cause in a 
non-member capacity. This request was 
granted. 

Since that time, Mr. Morrison has put in 
some valuable work for the party in the 
Yorkshire area, where he lives. In consequence 
he has now been admitted to membership of the 
BNP. 

We hope that other members will welcome 
him in recognition of his recent work and 
regard past mistakes as lessons to be learned in 
the school of life. 


‘Searchlight’ 
tries it on 


British Nationalist 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be ` 
sent on receipt of 39p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.00 (British 
Isles) or £6.60 (overseas surface mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


IN the April issue of Searchlight magazine 
(pictured above) it is claimed that Searchlight 
knew of the location of the new BNP bookshop 
before the BNP announced it. In fact this is 
rubbish; the location was announced in Spear- 
head last month, a week before the April Search- 
light appeared. Pull the other one, Searchlight! 


10 copies £2.50 + 65p post 
25 copies £5.50 + £2.10 post BN pP =“ a 
50 copies £10.00 + £2.60 post ma n ja : led 

100 copies £17.50 + £3.00 post ¥ 
150 copies £25.00 + £3.45 post PETER BAINES, British National Party Organiser for 
200 copies £30.00 + £3.85 post North Nottinghamshire, was given a nine-month prison 
300 copies £42.00 + £5.00 post sentence following a fracas in Sheffield some months 
400 copies £55.00 + £5.00 post ago, during which he and three other BNP members were 


attacked by a large left-wing mob. Peter is a big and 
powerful chap and he defended himself and his friends 
with great vigour. For this ‘crime’ he was arrested and 


500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £125.00 ) y Roadline. 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 


court-room bias of the worst kind — for the fracas in 
which he was involved was undoubtedly started by the 


charged. The vicious sentence he has received shows | 


British Nationalist totally separate from other 
correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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,, BNP’s opponents. 


We are sure that Peter would be pleased to hear from 
supporters. Letters should be addressed to him thus: 
000252 Baines, P., HMP Rudgate, Wetherby, N. Yorks. 


GREAT 
LONDON 
SOCIAL 


A VERY well-attended and highly successful 
party was staged by the British National Party 
in London to commemorate St. George’s Day 
on the evening of Saturday, April 22nd. One 
comment was: ‘‘The best social I’ve been 
to.” This captured party feeling perfectly. 

Local BNP organisers hired out an entire 
pub for the evening in Shoreditch, and the 
event included an excellent buffet, together 
with a DJ and a ‘disco’ system (needless to 
say, not featuring ‘jungle’ music). An 
overwhelmingly young crowd of well over 
100 packed into the East End pub to enjoy the 
party spirit at this important time of the year 
for nationalists(!!!) 

At the end of the evening the disco was 
switched off to enable the revellers to sing 
some favourite songs, ending with the 
rousing “Tomorrow Belongs to Me’. Itistobe ` 
expected that this highly successful event will 
become a regular feature in the BNP calendar. 

The thanks of all concerned are due in 
particular to Tony Wells and Eddy Butler, 
who undertook most of the organising work 
which made the event such a great success. 


..AND IN LEEDS 


LEEDS was the venue of another highly 
enjoyable social event, held for northern BNP 
members and supporters at the BNP northern 
HQ. About 50-60 were in attendance, and a 
great time was had by all. High spots were a 
film show and a talk by Stanley Clayton- 
Garnett on the significance of the time of year 
for all nationalists (!!!) 


CLASSIFIED 


Twilight Over England, by William Joyce: 
£3.50. 

Britain First, by Sir Oswald Mosley (A 
verbatim report of the Earls Court Peace 
Rally, 1939: £1.50. 

From Steven Books, 10 Lincoln Way, Enfield, 
Middlesex EN1 1TE. 


TEUTONIC UNITY: British Circle of Friends of 
Manfred Roeder. For details of organisation. 
and newsletter, contact Box 89, Spearhead. 


NATIONALIST CAMP: On the weekend of 
May 13-14 there will be a Nationalist Spring 
Camp held in the Midlands area. It will be open 
to all British Nationalists. For details, contact: 
East Midlands BNP, PO Box 148, Leicester 
LES 2YD: 


You are invited to join a housing co-operative. 
Need help? Want to help? Write to ‘Housing’, 
BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX. 


A HIGHLY successful 
election rally was 
staged by the British 
National Party in 
Leicester ọn Saturday, April 22nd in support 
of John Peacock, BNP candidate for the New 
Parks division in elections to Leicestershire 
County Council. 

The rally was attended by over 200, about 
half of which were party supporters. A large 


with David Bruce in the chair, rose to the 
challenge and managed to out-shout the mob. 

Attempts were made, before and after the 
meeting, to intimidate the BNP speakers and 


OPPOSITION 
A section of the anti-BNP mob 


John Peacock’s home fire-bombed 


EAST MIDLANDS 
BNP Organiser 
John Peacock (on 
right) was the 
victim of a vicious 


and cowardly fire- 
bomb attack on his 
home in Leicester 
on the night of : 
April 21st, just before the BNP rally sched- 
uled for Leicester on the following day in 
support of his candidature in elections to 
the County Council. 

The fire-bomb consisted of a petrol- 


body of opposition was present in the hall and their supporters, but these failed. There were 


attempted to drown the speakers’ voices by 
incessant chanting. The speakers, including 
the candidate and party leader John Tyndall, 


soaked rag slipped through his letter-box 
and then set alight. Fortunately, the fire 
was put out before it could destroy the 
flat, but considerable damage was done 
to furniture, fittings and decor, and these 
will cost money to replace. Anyone 
wishing to make a contribution to help 
John Peacock in this regard should send 
their donations to PO Box 148, Leicester 
LE3 2YD. 

Mr. Peacock is unbowed by this 
unpleasant experience and was speaking 
at the rally next day, determined to carry 
on the fight. 


several arrests. 


The rally won big local publicity, 


especially on radio. 


Excellent Leicester rally 


From the BNP point of view, a particularly 


good turn-out of party supporters from the 
London and Home Counties area was very 
welcome. The turn-out from other areas 
varied between the good and the satisfactory, 
except in the case of Yorkshire, which was 
disappointing. Come on Yorkshire, you can 
do better than this next time! 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over most 
of the areas of the United Kingdom. Below we 
give a list of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Lougiiton, Essex IG10 3BU 


SUFFOLK 


2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


SOUTH WALES | 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771. Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


LEICESTER 


PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


LEEDS & BRADFORD 
PO Box BRIO, Bramley, Leeds 13 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


WAKEFIELD 
PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9X Y 


DONCASTER 
PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 


SHEFFIELD 
PO Box 44, Sheffield S1 1ES 


DARLINGTON 
PO Box 61, Darlington, Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Cambridge, Brierley 
Hill (West Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Notting- 
ham, North Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury, 
Warrington, Blackburn, Blackpool, Hull, 
Halifax, Dewsbury, Sunderland and Inverness. If 
you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP ` 
Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 
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PORTRAIT OF A TORY YUPPIE 
(Contd. from page 14) 


Organisation and morale in the enemy camp is 
higher than in his own, he immediately 
defects to the enemy! Seemingly, this is 
because this is where the biggest. fattest profit 
is to be had. 


BOWS AND SMILES 


No doubt, Mr. Bell has regular confabs 
with the Jap businessmen to whom he 
supplies the sinews of war. Probably, to his 
face they bow and smile sweetly. 

But it can only be left to the imagination 
what they really think of him in the privacy of 
their own minds — and, through him, of the 
rest of us. 

After all, would the Japs tolerate any 
Andrew Bells ‘in their ranks? Would they, 
hell! 

Any Jap financier who spouted any such 
notion as that his own country’s national 
wealth should be sent abroad to boost any 
would-be foreign competitor, all in the 
interest of private greed, would find himself 
turned into a social outcast in five seconds 
flat. And that might be the least that would 
happen to him! 

Of course, Japs do invest money abroad — 
particularly in Britain and the USA — witness 
the Nissan factory in Sunderland and the 
proposed Toyota plant near Derby. 

But this is only for the purpose of carrying 
out the programme of economic imperialism 
by which, gradually Japan is conquering the 
world. Such investment is not intended to 
strengthen the industries of Japan’s 
competitors but rather to cripple them yet 
further, by setting up Jap-owned and Jap- 
controlled factories in their own backyards, 
where they may able to bring Jap goods to 
local consumers which are made just down 
the road and therefore priced even more 
competitively than those which have to be 
transported thousands of miles across oceans. 
There is no comparison whatever between 
this practice and that of overseas investment 
agents like Mr. Bell. 

The Japs’ industrial assault on the West has 
already driven most of British industry to the 


wall. In all, it has compensated the Japs 
handsomely for the failure of their arms in 
World War II. 

And, of course, the whole thing has been 
very carefully planned by them from the word 
go. Jap finance, industry and labour have all 
been disciplined and organised on govern- 
ment initiative to act in harmony, at all times, 
in the national interest. 


GREEN LIGHT TO CONQUERERS 


Not only do westerners like Andrew Bell 
offer the Japs a kind of practical collaboration 
they probably never originally anticipated in 
their wildest dreams; such people also give 
the game away by sending out the message 
that no such national team spirit as the 
Japanese have remotely exist amongst us. 

No wonder Mr. Bell found Jap business- 
men so confident. One look at the likes of him 
would be enough to convince them that 
Britain, for a start, was ripe to be taken to the 
cleaners. 

Quite possibly, like many of his kind, Mr. 
Bell makes the assumption that the disasters 
that his money-grabbing activities have 
played their part in bringing upon Britain will 
continue to be limited to classes in the nation 
other than his own. This mentality is the 
upper-class Tory counterpart of the equally 
mindless ‘class-war’ attitudes found among 
some sections of the Labour-voting ‘working 
classes’. 

Here again, by contrast, nothing is allowed 
in Japan to interfere with national teamwork. 


Every class of the community is expected to 
show concern for the interests of every other. 
All citizens, whatever their status, are 
expected and required to back Japan. 

The Japs know what the British, starting 


with their leaders, have seen fit to forget — | 


that every nation is acommunity of fate, all of 
whose members, in the long term, rise or fall 
together. 

That is how it has come about that Japan, a 
country inferior to Britain in natural 
resources, has a trading surplus with the rest 
of the world of some £84 billion, while 
Britain has a deficit of some £21 billion. 

In his interview, Mr. Bell was stated as 
Saying that he saw the last 10 years of 
Thatcher government as ‘‘the first flowering 
of a new Elizbethan age of optimism and 
wealh creation.”’ 

In fact, his attempt to compare the likes of 
himself with the original Elizabethans is a 
piece of unbounded gall. The latter did not 
make their country great by selling out to 
aliens for private gain. They pursued profit 
for themselves, it is true — and no better 
example of this exists than is to be found in Sir 
Francis Drake. But they took care — and their 
ruler took care — that this drive to personal 
enrichment was pursued in a way harmonious 
with the interests and expansion of England. 

Not so with the ‘get-rich-quick’ Yuppies 
spawned by Mrs. Thatcher and her ‘free 
market’ philosophy. To them, private gain is 
an end in itself — to be pursued without the 
remotest regard for the overall national good. 


HOW ABOUT THIS FOR RACE HATRED? — 


GEORGE GALE, writing in his column in The 
Daily Mailon April 14th, had this to say about the 
Scots:- 


‘‘Michael Heseltine says that Scottish Tories 
should call the Nationalists’ bluff and challenge 
Scotland to go it alone. I would go further. 
English Tories should invite Scotland to secede. 
‘‘England would be much better off without 
Scotland, and particularly without Scottish MPs. 
We'd do nicely without Wales too. And if we 
could get shot of Northern Ireland, then England, 
shorn of all its expensive and ungrateful socialist 
Celtic and violent fringes, would indeed become 
a demi-paradise.’”’ 


Now just imagine that Mr. Gale had written in 
this vein about West Indians or Asians, saying that 
this country would be better off without them, 
castigating them as ‘ungrateful’ and ‘violent’, can 
anyone imagine that he would keep his job as a 
Daily Mail columnist for five minutes? ` 

For ourselves, we regard Mr. Gale’s comments 
as odious, bigoted and thoroughly divisive, being 
a wholly unwarranted insult against our Scots, 
Welsh and Northern Irish compatriots. The person 
who should take himself off out of this country is 
in fact George Gale — and the further away the 
better! 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING l 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 01 316 4721) 


-$ 


